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not want us to legislate in this way.
They want us to get things done. They
want us to actually find common
ground. And on homeland security we
have made the hard choices on where
the dollars ought to come from and
where they ought to be prioritized.

But if the loudest voices get their
way and hold this funding hostage, not
only would it make our country more
vulnerable to terrorist threats but a
DHS shutdown would jeopardize our
national security by disrupting other
important programs, such as grants to
train local law enforcement and to pro-
tect our communities. And as many as
240,000 people responsible for frontline
security—more than 80 percent of DHS
employees—will still have to show up
to work—they just won’t get paid for
it. Many of them in the Commonwealth
of Virginia.

This is a threat to the homeland, it is
a threat to our law enforcement, it is a
threat in terms of our ability to re-
spond to crises with FEMA, and there
is threat even without those potential
tragedies of the normal course of an
American citizen as they pass through
airports and other venues. Ultimately,
for an agency that has been under some
strain, these 240,000 people who are
working hard to protect our homeland
have to provide for their families.

This is not the way this body should
operate. I want to commend the major-
ity for trying to say we will bring back
an open process. But the notion that
we will have a repeat of what we saw
when we self-inflicted damage upon
this whole economy when we shut
down the government a few years ago
because of an unwillingness of a few to
compromise—if that is repeated now
around homeland security, it would be
a dreadful mistake.

TRIBUTE TO FEDERAL EMPLOYEE
ANTHONY REGALBUTO

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I come
to the floor to continue a tradition
that was begun by my esteemed former
colleague, the former Senator from
Delaware, Ted Kaufman. Senator Kauf-
man would come to this floor from
time to time to celebrate members of
the Federal workforce who exemplify
excellence in public service. In that
tradition I want to honor a great Fed-
eral employee: CAPT Anthony
Regalbuto.

Captain Regalbuto is a constituent of
mine from Burke, VA. He currently
serves as the Chief of the U.S. Coast
Guard’s Office of International and Do-
mestic Port Security. But, in fact, Cap-
tain Regalbuto has spent his entire
adult life in service to the Coast Guard,
with 31 years on active duty and more
than 12 years as a civilian—a total of 43
years of service. In this role he has
been responsible for addressing the se-
curity weaknesses facing our Nation’s
ports. He has also assisted other coun-
tries with improving the safety of their
own ports.

More than 90 percent of the imported
goods of the United States go through
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our ports. The security risks facing the
ports are many, and workers such as
Captain Regalbuto help ensure they re-
main safe and secure from threats. For
our Nation’s ports to remain safe, we
must ensure our foreign shipping part-
ners follow established international
port security requirements. So part of
Captain Regalbuto’s job is to make
sure foreign countries that want to
conduct business using U.S. ports ad-
here to these requirements.

Captain Regalbuto has developed a
solution—a model code that countries
could use as a guide to strengthen their
own laws to improve the security of
their ports. He also oversaw the cre-
ation of the Maritime Security Risk
Analysis Model. It helps the Coast
Guard analyze and address major port
security weaknesses by measuring a
variety of factors. This risk analysis
model has helped the Coast Guard
evaluate more than 30,000 potential
targets and 100,000 attack scenarios
across the country.

Furthermore, this data has helped to
efficiently allocate more than $2.7 bil-
lion in grants where they can best help
improve port security and get the best
bang for the taxpayer dollars.

CAPT Anthony Regalbuto is just one
of many Federal employees. He also
happens to be a Federal employee who
would potentially be affected by De-
partment of Homeland Security fund-
ing, which is the current issue on the
floor of the Senate.

One of the challenges, even as we
move past this particular debate, is to
make sure in these tight budget
times—going back to the comments of
the Senator from Indiana—that we
husband our resources. We are going to
have to do more with less. One of the
things that is terribly important—as
someone who has spent more time in
business than I have in politics—if you
want your workforce to do more, you
find ways both psychically, mone-
tarily, and through appropriate review
to reward them.

Too often Members come to this floor
and sometimes tend to demonize our
Federal workforce. Too often over the
past few years the Federal workforce is
the first to receive the cuts in funding.
If we are going to make sure our coun-
try remains strong, we want to make
sure folks such as Captain Regalbuto
keep our ports and keep our homeland
safe. We need to recognize their service
and, by all means, make sure we don’t
put in particular the DHS through an-
other ill-fated, politically driven gov-
ernment shutdown.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

(The remarks of Mr. HATCH Dper-
taining to the introduction of S. J.
Res. 6 are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills
and Joint Resolutions.””)

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY FUNDING

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, the
House of Representatives has voted to
fully fund homeland security, as the
President has requested. It sent a bill
to the Senate that fully funds all the
lawful policies and programs in home-
land security. The bill will not deny a
penny of funding. In fact, it says, spend
the money, but on enforcing the laws
of the United States. Don’t spend
money undermining the laws of the
United States. Don’t spend money in
violation of the laws of the United
States. Don’t spend money in violation
of the established policies of Congress,
which rejected the President’s ideas
that he is now executing. And don’t
spend money in violation of the will of
the American people who overwhelm-
ingly oppose the President’s unlawful
Executive amnesty.

That is what we are talking about
today, and my colleagues continue to
suggest that somehow Republicans are
not funding the Homeland Security De-
partment. Nothing could be further
from the truth.

Our colleagues have now voted to
block going to the bill. If they don’t
like some of the provisions that came
over from the House, well, let’s get on
the bill and let’s have some relevant
amendments and let’s vote on it. That
is what Congress is about. That is the
way we are supposed to do business
here.

But our colleagues have gotten
spoiled. They think they can block
anything and turn around and blame
the Republicans for it and that some-
how everybody is going to agree with
them.

Look, the American people get this.
The President is not entitled to spend
money to implement a system of immi-
gration that Congress, representing the
American people, rejected. If our
Democratic colleagues are unhappy,
then, as I said, they can offer amend-
ments.

I feel it would be a stunning event if
the Senate removes language from a
bill that simply restores the separation
of powers and prevents the President
from overreaching in violating the
Constitution. But if they want to bring
up amendments that would allow the
President to do this activity, let’s do
it, let’s bring it up, and let’s vote on it.
Perhaps they might win it. But I think
it is untenable constitutionally and it
is untenable legally, because it is con-
trary to the law and the will of the
American people.

My good friend Senator SCHUMER is
one of our able Members of this body.
He spoke earlier today and he said: The
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